
Dr. A. E. PappmheMr, Jr. 
3epartmnt of Mcrobiology 
Rew York University 
Colleffe of ~*edicine - c- 
b77 F%rst fGenue 
Xew York 16, fs.Y, 

My dear P2ppenheimem 

Thank you for your letter of ?:arch 10 which has c3.ari.ficd my 
of my questions concerning your papr on the diphtheria story. I a72 
sorry that there j-8 not a more explicit stitment in the literutwe 02 
the absolu'te correlation of 1ysogenLzation and conversion, The remit 
that you quoted, that all of ths colonies wMch proved mntmie irri rab 
bits proved to be still sensitive, would be an entirely satisfactory 
documentation on this point. i ho?pe that Earksdale w5J.l have some 
comment on this point that I may be able to use as a quotable refwence. 

I do not thfnk that the isolation of the mw, non-conver%ing :hagtz 
has very much bearing on the mechaplism of conversion. I would hm& beon 
qui+~ aatonlshed indeed ti every- @a&e had proved to ham such an e.?‘cct. 
At least in my fnqtiry regarding the possible relat~Lonship of this c~~m~rs-iozz 
to transduction, =Lhe %bsohzte correlationr~ had to he consider& within the 
context of a converting systemr 

Pmrs sinmrely, 

Josha Lederberg 


